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 S195208 B226496 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 WEBSTER (ROBERT) v.  

   OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY  

   GENERAL 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 23, 2011. 

 

 

 S195704 B221712 Second Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. SANCHEZ (JUAN  

   C.) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 23, 2011. 

 

 

 S195806 F060915 Fifth Appellate District IN RE JORGE P. 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 18, 2011. 

 

 

 S195849 D057785 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 KUNDE (THOMAS C.) v.  

   SEILER (DEBORAH)/ 

   (CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF  

   THE REPUBLICAN PARTY  

   OF SAN DIEGO) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 21, 2011. 

 

 

 S195852 B212966/B214470 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 TODAY’S FRESH START,  

     INC. v. LOS ANGELES  

     COUNTY OFFICE OF  

     EDUCATION 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 21, 2011. 
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 S195873 D056848 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. WATSON  

   (KHARY BECHINE) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 22, 2011. 

 

 

 S195875 F058989 Fifth Appellate District PEOPLE v. EDWARDS  

   (CHAD MICHAEL) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 22, 2011. 

 

 

 S195898 B228534 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 IN RE SERENITY N. 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 23, 2011. 

 

 

 S195929 E050010 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. VALENZUELA  

   (MARIO ALBERTO) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 23, 2011. 

 

 

 S195932 E049679 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. GLASS (PATRICK  

   LYNN) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 23, 2011. 

 

 

 S195942 B223803 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. BELL (MONIQUE  

   SHIONTEL) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to 

November 23, 2011. 

 

 

 S097414   PEOPLE v. KOPATZ (KIM  

   RAYMOND) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel David P. Lampkin’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 16, 2011, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 16, 2011.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 
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anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S097886   PEOPLE v. ZARAGOZA  

   (LOUIS RANGEL) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Peter H. Smith’s representation 

that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by February 28, 2012, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 19, 2011.  After that date, only 

one further extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S141274   PEOPLE v. ABBOTT (JOE  

   HENRY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 12, 2011. 

 

 

 S155160   PEOPLE v. RAMIREZ  

   (IRVING ALEXANDER) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 19, 2011. 

 

 

 S175920   PEARSON (MICHAEL  

   NEVAIL) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Gregg E. Zywicke’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas 

corpus by February 15, 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that 

document is granted to December 12, 2011.  After that date, only one further extension totaling 

about 60 additional days is contemplated. 

 

 

 S194928 C066601 Third Appellate District MAGNESS (CHRISTOPHER)  

   v. S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of Real Party in Interest and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to 

serve and file the opening brief on the merits is extended to November 21, 2011. 
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 S166350 D049331 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 BRINKER RESTAURANT  

   CORPORATION v. S.C.  

   (HOHNBAUM) 

 Order filed 

 The request of counsel for real parties in interest in the above-referenced cause to allow two 

counsel to argue on behalf of real parties in interest at oral argument is hereby granted. 

 The request of real parties in interest to allocate to Kimberly A. Kralowec 20 minutes and Michael 

Rubin 10 minutes of real parties’ in interest 30-minute allotted time for oral argument is granted. 

 

 

 S183523 A125567 First Appellate District, Div. 2 ROSSA (STEVE) v. D.L. FALK  

   CONSTRUCTION, INC. 

 Order filed 

 Appellant’s application filed October 11, 2011, requesting continuance of oral argument is denied. 

 

 

 S196487   FAUNCE (THOMAS  

   ANDREW) v. S.C.  

   (DEPARTMENT OF  

   JUSTICE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 



 


